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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-18, 20-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

With respect to claims 1, 2, 4-10, 12-18, 20-33, the claimed invention as a whole 
must be useful and accomplish a practical application. That is, it must produce a "useful, 
concrete and tangible result" (MPEP 2106). The results provided from these claims do 
not possess a certain level of "real world" value and represent nothing more than an 
idea or concept. 

With respect to claims 9-16 and 28-30, the claimed "machine-readable medium" 
is non-statutory subject matter because as described in the applicant's specification, a 
"machine-readable medium" consists of transmission media taking the form of acoustic 
or light waves and infra-red data communications. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1-26, 28, 29, 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Marks (US 6,097,390). 

With respect to claims 1 , 9 and 17, Marks teaches a machine-implemented 
method, a machine-readable medium or an apparatus, comprising: monitoring 
execution progress (Column 3, lines 54-60) of a parent task and one or more child tasks 
(it is inherent that a parent task Is seen as the "whole" task and a child task is seen as 
one stage of progress executed, in order to complete the whole task), wherein the one 
or more child tasks are spawned by the parent task and execute concurrently with the 
parent task (Column 3, lines 54-60, a child task is seen as one stage of progress and it 
is inherent that the child task or "one stage of progress" is spawned by a parent task, 
represented the whole indicator, and operates concurrently with the parent task 
because the child task is suppose to complete a portion of work of the parent task); and 
determining an overall execution progress value (See figures 4-8) for the parent task, 
wherein the overall execution progress value is determined based, at least partially, 
upon execution progress of the parent task and execution progress of at least one of the 
child tasks (Column 2, lines 40-50, where the whole indicator represent the parent task 
and one progression unit indicator is a child task). 

With respect to claims 2, 10 and 18, Marks teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, wherein the 
parent task is a separate task from each of the child tasks (Column 2, lines 40-50, it is 
inherent that a parent task is a separate task from each of the child tasks because the 
parent task is the result of a series of child tasks). 
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With respect to claims 3, 1 1 and 19, Marks teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 1,9 and 17, respectively, further 
comprising: causing an indication of the overall execution progress value to be 
displayed to a user (See figures 4-8). 

With respect to claims 4, 12 and 20, Marks teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, wherein weight 
represents an approximate amount of work that needs to be performed to complete a 
task, and wherein determining the overall execution progress value comprises: 
determining a total weight for the parent task (Column 2, lines 40-50, where the weight 
for the parent task is inherently defined by the weight of the child tasks or state 
progression), wherein the parent task has an associated weight and each child task has 
an associated declared weight (Column 2, lines 40-50), and wherein the total weight 
includes the weight of the parent task and the declared weight of each child task; 
determining a ballast for the parent task (See figures 4-8, where the weight of the parent 
task is the sum of the weights of the child tasks and each child task has some 
predetermined weight based on the amount of states and the ballast for the parent task 
is the completion amount shown by the shaded or completed areas in the figures), 
wherein the ballast is a portion of the weight of the parent task and indicates how much 
execution progress has been made by the parent task (See figures 4-8); determining a 
calculated ballast for each child task (Column 2, lines 40-50, where a ballast for each 
child task is represented by a stage completion indicator), wherein the calculated ballast 
for a child task is a portion of the declared weight of the child task and indicates how 
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much execution progress has been made by the child tasl< (Column 2, lines 40-50, 
where the progress of the child task is determined by the presence of a indicator of a 
stage of progress, completion of the child task is represented by the indicator being 
present and not completed by its absence); and deriving the overall execution progress 
value for the parent task based, at least partially, upon the total weight, the ballast of the 
parent task, and the calculated ballast of at least one of the child tasks (See figures 4-8, 
the figures show the overall execution progress value for the parent task based on the 
ballasts of child tasks and the sum of the child tasks, which equal to the ballast of the 
parent task). 

With respect to claims 5, 13 and 21 , Marks teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 4, 12 and 20, respectively, wherein deriving 
the overall execution progress value comprises: determining a ratio between a total 
ballast and the total weight (Column 2, lines 46-50), wherein the total ballast includes 
the ballast of the parent task and the calculated ballast of each child task (Column 2, 
lines 46-50, it is inherent that the total ballast includes the ballast of the parent task, 
100%, and the calculated ballast of each child task, 5% in the given example). 

With respect to claims 6, 14 and 22, Marks teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 4, 12 and 20, respectively, wherein 
determining a calculated ballast for each child task comprises: determining a progress 
value for a particular child task (Column 2, lines 44-46, progress value for a particular 
child task is the present/absence of an indicator where present equals done or 100% 
and absent equals not done or 0%, for the child task); and determining a calculated 
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ballast for the particular child task (Column 2, lines 46-50), wherein the calculated 
ballast for the particular child task is the product of the progress value for the particular 
child task and a declared weight of the particular child task (upon 100% progress value 
for a child task equals to a declared weight of 5% which calculates into a ballast of the 
child task). 

With respect to claims 7, 15 and 23, Marks teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 6, 14 and 22, respectively, wherein the 
particular child task spawns one or more grandchild tasks which run concurrently with 
the particular child task (Column 2, lines 29-50, it is inherent that a particular child task 
will spawn one or more grandchild task, running concurrently with the child task, to 
perform a smaller task of the child task), and wherein the progress value for the 
particular child task is determined based, at least partially, upon execution progress of 
the particular child task and execution progress of at least one of the grandchild tasks (it 
is also inherent that the progress value for the child task is determined upon the 
execution progress of the child and grandchild task, since a grandchild task has to finish 
in order for the child task to complete). 

With respect to claims 8, 16 and 24, Marks teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 4, 12 and 20, respectively, wherein the total 
weight does not include weights of any tasks spawned by the one or more child tasks 
(Column 2, lines 31-50, the total weight only includes parent and child tasks). 

With respect to claims 25, 28 and 31 , Marks teaches a machine-implemented 
method, a machine-readable medium or an apparatus, comprising: monitoring 
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execution progress of a parent tasl< and one or more descendant tasks (See figures 4- 
8), wherein each descendant task is spawned by either the parent tasl< or another 
descendant task (it is inherent a parent tasl< will have child and grandchild tasks), and 
wherein the one or more descendant tasks execute concurrently with the parent task 
(this is also inherent since parent task depend upon completion of child tasks which 
depend on grandchild tasks and so on); and determining an overall execution progress 
value for the parent task (Column 2, lines 31-50), wherein the overall execution 
progress value is determined based, at least partially, upon execution progress of the 
parent task and execution progress of the descendant tasks (it is inherent that the 
overall execution progress of a task depends upon completion of parent and child 
tasks). 

With respect to claims 26, 29 and 32, Marks teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 25, 28 and 31, respectively, wherein the 
parent task spawns a child task and the child task spawns a grandchild task, and 
wherein determining the overall execution progress value for the parent task comprises: 
determining a progress value for the grandchild task; determining a progress value for 
the child task based, at least partially, on the progress value for the grandchild task 
(Column 2, lines 46-50, it is inherent that in order to determine a progress value for a 
child task, the progress of the grandchild task is needed); and determining the overall 
execution progress value for the parent task based, at least partially, on the progress 
value of the child task (Column 2, lines 31-50). 
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Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Brown 
(US 2003/0005022). 

With respect to claims 1, 9 and 17, Brown teaches a machine-implemented 
method, a machine-readable medium or an apparatus, comprising: monitoring 
execution progress of a parent task and one or more child tasks (See boxes 114, figure 
1 ), wherein the one or more child tasks are spawned by the parent task and execute 
concurrently with the parent task (See boxes 1 14, figure 1 , each step is a child task of a 
whole parent task); and determining an overall execution progress value for the parent 
task (See bottom two boxes 114 in figure 1), wherein the overall execution progress 
value is determined based, at least partially, upon execution progress of the parent task 
and execution progress of at least one of the child tasks (See boxes 114, figure 1). 

With respect to claims 2, 10 and 18, Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, wherein the 
parent task is a separate task from each of the child tasks (See boxes 114, figure 1 , it is 
inherent that a parent task is a separate task from each of the child tasks because the 
parent task is the result of a series of child tasks). 

With respect to claims 3, 1 1 and 19, Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, further 
comprising: causing an indication of the overall execution progress value to be 
displayed to a user (Paragraph [0009], lines 1-9). 

With respect to claims 4, 12 and 20, Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, wherein weight 
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represents an approximate amount of worl< tliat needs to be performed to complete a 
task, and wherein determining tine overall execution progress value comprises: 
determining a total weight for the parent task (See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ), 
wherein the parent task has an associated weight and each child task has an 
associated declared weight (See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ), and wherein the total 
weight includes the weight of the parent task and the declared weight of each child task 
(See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1); determining a ballast for the parent task, wherein 
the ballast is a portion of the weight of the parent task and indicates how much 
execution progress has been made by the parent task (See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in 
figure 1); determining a calculated ballast for each child task, wherein the calculated 
ballast for a child task is a portion of the declared weight of the child task and indicates 
how much execution progress has been made by the child task (See top 2 boxes 1 14 in 
figure 1 ); and deriving the overall execution progress value for the parent task based, at 
least partially, upon the total weight, the ballast of the parent task, and the calculated 
ballast of at least one of the child tasks (See boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ). 

With respect to claims 5, 13 and 21 , Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 4, 12 and 20, respectively, wherein deriving 
the overall execution progress value comprises: determining a ratio between a total 
ballast and the total weight (See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1), wherein the total 
ballast includes the ballast of the parent task and the calculated ballast of each child 
task (See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ). 
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With respect to claims 6, 14 and 22, Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 4, 12 and 20, respectively, wherein 
determining a calculated ballast for each child task comprises: determining a progress 
value for a particular child task (See top 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ); and determining a 
calculated ballast for the particular child task (See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ), 
wherein the calculated ballast for the particular child task is the product of the progress 
value for the particular child task and a declared weight of the particular child task (See 
boxes 114 in figure 1). 

With respect to claims 7, 15 and 23, Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 6, 14 and 22, respectively, wherein the 
particular child task spawns one or more grandchild tasks which run concurrently with 
the particular child task (See top 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 , it is inherent that the 
progression unit indicated for each child task represents completion of grandchild 
tasks), and wherein the progress value for the particular child task is determined based, 
at least partially, upon execution progress of the particular child task and execution 
progress of at least one of the grandchild tasks (See top 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 , this is 
inherent because the progress of a child task depends on the progress of a grandchild 
task). 

With respect to claims 8, 16 and 24, Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 4, 12 and 20, respectively, wherein the total 
weight does not include weights of any tasks spawned by the one or more child tasks 
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(See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 , where the total weight shown is only of the parent 
and child tasks). 

With respect to claims 25, 28 and 31 , Brown teaches a machine-implemented 
method, a machine-readable medium or an apparatus, comprising: monitoring 
execution progress of a parent task and one or more descendant tasks (See boxes 114 
in figure 1 ), wherein each descendant task is spawned by either the parent task or 
another descendant task (See boxes 1 14 in figure 1 , where descendent task spawned 
by parent task are child tasks as shown in the top box 114 and descendent task 
spawned by another descendent task is a grandchild task shown as a percentage of 
completion of the child task), and wherein the one or more descendant tasks execute 
concurrently with the parent task (it is inherent that descendent tasks execute 
concurrently with parent tasks because parent task completion is based upon 
descendent task completion); and determining an overall execution progress value for 
the parent task (See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ), wherein the overall execution 
progress value is determined based, at least partially, upon execution progress of the 
parent task and execution progress of the descendant tasks (See boxes 1 14 in figure 
1). 

With respect to claims 26, 29 and 32, Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 25, 28 and 31, respectively, wherein the 
parent task spawns a child task and the child task spawns a grandchild task, and 
wherein determining the overall execution progress value for the parent task comprises: 
determining a progress value for the grandchild task (See top 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 , 
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where the progress value for the grandchild task is a percentage of the child task 
progress); determining a progress value for the child task based, at least partially, on 
the progress value for the grandchild task (See top 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ); and 
determining the overall execution progress value for the parent task based, at least 
partially, on the progress value of the child task (See bottom 2 boxes 1 14 in figure 1). 

With respect to claims 27, 30 and 33, Brown teaches the method, a machine- 
readable medium or an apparatus of claims 25, 28 and 31, respectively, wherein the 
parent task spawns a child task, the child task spawns a grandchild task, and the 
grandchild task spawn a great grandchild task, and wherein determining the overall 
execution progress value for the parent task comprises: determining a progress value 
for the great grandchild task (See boxes 1 14 in figure 1 , it is seen that a great 
grandchild task is represented as a percentage of the percentage of the child task, 
representing the grandchild task); determining a progress value for the grandchild task 
based, at least partially, on the progress value for the great grandchild task (See top 
boxes 1 14 in figure 1 , it is inherent that the progress value of the grandchild task is 
based on the progress value for the great grandchild task); determining a progress 
value for the child task based, at least partially, on the progress value for the grandchild 
task; and determining the overall execution progress value for the parent task based, at 
least partially, on the progress value of the child task (See boxes 1 14 in figure 1 ). 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The Care (US 2005/0097480) reference shows a user interface 
to monitor task in segments of parent task, child task, and grandchild task. The 
Jaaskelainen (US 5,301 ,348) reference shows a progress marker to mark changes in 
the progress of a task. The Ording (US 2001/0055017) reference shows a dialog 
window that displays the progress of a percentage of task completion. The Neilson (US 
6,639,687) reference shows a progress indicator to monitor a plurality of tasks. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kwok Wing Lee whose telephone number is (571 ) 270- 
3557. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu and alternate Fridays 7:30- 
5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Robertson can be reached on (571) 272-4186. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/K. L./ 

Kwok W. Lee 
11/05/2007 

/David L. Robertson/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 41 13 



